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Earth Summit: Summary Of Developments &amp;
Statements, May 13 - June 8
by Barbara Khol
Category/Department:  General
Published:  Tuesday, June 9, 1992
May 13: In San Jose, Costa Rica, at the close of the 27th annual assembly of the Latin American
Petroleum Assistance Association (ARPEL), top officials of 20 Latin American state-run petroleum
companies approved environmental principles to be presented at UNCED. The document urges
environmental protection on the part of the petroleum industry and the use of environmentally
sound practices, "within reasonable limits," by member companies. Next, the statement calls
for studies of regional environmental priorities and the definition of coordinated environmental
emergency plans. ARPEL is comprised of state-run oil company representatives from Uruguay,
Colombia, Chile, Argentina, Mexico, Jamaica, Venezuela, Brazil, Ecuador, Nicaragua, Paraguay,
Peru, Costa Rica, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, Bolivia and Canada. May 20: A UN-sponsored
study on the impact of global warming on food production for presentation at the Earth Summit
was released in London. Fifty scientists in 18 nations contributed to the three-year effort. Authors
concluded that a reduction in the impact of global warming on food supplies is possible subsequent
to substantive changes in agricultural practices, full liberalization of world trade, and a slowdown in
demographic growth. May 26: About 200 representatives of indigenous tribes from five continents
convened in Rio de Janeiro, a week before the Earth Summit. Maurice Strong, chief UN organizer
for the conference, attended the opening session and smoked a peace pipe. The two events are
not connected, but Strong told participants that their message was "important for for all world
leaders, and we will do our best to ensure that they listen." Native delegates planned to share the
conclusions of their meeting in a declaration called the Earth Charter. James Enote, a Zuni Indian
from New Mexico (US), said, "The Europeans conquered, took what they needed and destroyed
the environment. Now, everyone is looking to us for answers." Enote heads a land management
plan financed by a US$50 million settlement the Zunis won from the US government. He said he
would discuss plans with other tribes. "We need to discuss what is appropriate development and
appropriate technology. You can't have an economy if your environment collapses." Participants
debated recognition of intellectual property rights for native cultures patents for Indian knowledge.
According to Yaluritja, a representative of Australia's aborigines, "The North wants to exploit
the South and gain its resources as cheaply as possible. Indigenous people have always lived
on the land correctly, and that's what industrialized countries have to learn." Indian women
discussed the impact of white society's male-dominated culture on native traditions. Beatrice
Pain Iquao, a Chilean Mapuche Indian, said: "A majority of our people have adopted customs
that are not our own and have absorbed a type of `machismo.' That's not traditional, but today
it's becoming a reality." Joachim von Braunmuhl, resident coordinator of the UN Development
Programme (UNDP) in Cuba, said he could verify the government's concern for environmental
conservation. According to von Braunmuhl, examples are the treatment of sugar industry by-
products, reforestation programs which have transformed the island into a "bosque permanente,"
and waste treatment technologies used in nickel production. May 29: In Rio, executives from
around the world issued a call prior to the Earth Summit for ecologically efficient industries.
At a news conference, Switzerland's Stephan Schmidheiny, head of the Business Council for
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Sustainable Development (BCSD), said: "The future will belong to those companies which prove
themselves ecologically efficient." According to Schmidheiny, what is good for the environment
would necessarily be good for business as well. BCSD member-company representatives handed
a 400-page manual of recommendations to Maurice Strong. The manual contained guidelines
on "global corporate perspectives for development and the environment," Schmidheiny said.
Schmidheiny asserted that a change in corporate attitudes toward the environment was mandatory
because consumers were demanding "cleaner products," banks and insurers were favoring "cleaner
companies," and environmental laws were bound to become more widespread and rigorously
implemented. May 31: In Rio, at the conclusion of the world's first international meeting of Green
party representatives, a joint statement by environmentalists from 34 nations expressed concern
that the Earth Summit may end in total failure, generating little more than "vacuous" documents.
The Greens suggested taxes on consumption of nonrenewable energy supplies, and carbon dioxide
emissions; transfer of 10% of military budgets world-wide to an environmental conservation fund
created by the UN; and, a global ban on exports of hazardous wastes. June 1: Laurens Jan Brinkhorst,
European Community director general of environmental affairs, told reporters in Rio that he was
disappointed over Washington's refusal to sign the biodiversity protection treaty. He said the EC
was also disappointed with the US government's opposition to a treaty on global warming, since
both Europe and the US are major contributors to global air pollution. Brinkhorst said only two of
12 EC member-nations, France and Britain, remained undecided on whether to sign the accord,
but he expected them to do so by the time the summit ends on June 14. Marcos Azambuja, Brazil's
ambassador to the Earth Summit, said the biodiversity treaty had been proposed by Washington,
and that after years of debate, he had the impression the US would sign it. He added, "Therefore,
we were very surprised and disappointed by US opposition." Speaking at the Global Forum of
non-governmental organizations, Italian Environment Minister Giorgio Ruffulo criticized both
the EC for lack of unity and the US for its intransigence. Ruffulo said he agreed with European
Commissioner for the Environment Carlo Ripa di Maena's decision not to attend the Earth Summit
on grounds that it was a meaningless exercise since everything had been decided beforehand. In
an article published by Guia Financiera (Montevideo), Uruguayan Foreign Minister Hector Gros
Espiell said he was skeptical about the results of UNCED. The minister indicated that he feared
the conference will be converted into "a big show, a spectacular carnival, an ecological circus."
Gros Espiell said, "Without the adoption of concrete, precise and obligatory measures," all the
debate on global environmental deterioration and the need for solutions is wasted. The minister
asserted that a general treaty establishing fundamental principles on duties and obligations of
governments, businesses and individuals is absolutely essential. Such a treaty would include
criteria on accountability and legal jurisdiction, as well as appropriate deadlines for clean-up
and conservation efforts. Next, the minister said the Earth Summit runs the risk of "believing
that with the approval of a statement, a beautiful charter for the Earth,...we will have fulfilled
our responsibilities." Another danger, said Gros Espiell, derives from formulating the ecological
question as a rosary of reproaches by the South against the North. He added, "Beyond assigning
blame for environmental deterioration and the necessity of taking into account real possibilities
of financing environmental conservation, preservation of the global environment is a universal
topic. By its very nature, the Earth's environment pertains to, affects and commits everyone."
Gros Espiell said that the only way to achieve sustainable environmentally sound development
on a global basis is to use juridical and ethical precepts grounded on the principles of justice,
equity, solidarity and cooperation. However, the minister said he doubted such spirit would be
in evidence at the Earth Summit, because "in the rich countries, the lack of historical perspective,
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selfishness and small- mindedness seem to predominate." He added that in developing nations, an
"inadequate" perspective of "confrontation and recrimination" appears to dominate. The UN Fund
for Population Activities (UNFPA) accused the Vatican of conspiring to prevent debate on family
planning at the Earth Summit. The Vatican, said UNFPA spokespersons, was actively involved
in removing all references to family planning and contraception from the Agenda 21 action plan.
In March, delegates from throughout the world met in New York at the 4th UNCED preparatory
committee to hammer out the issues. Paragraph 99 of Agenda 21 had originally referred to the
need for "integrated health care, including universal access to family planning services and the
provision of safe contraceptives." But in the final document adopted at the March meeting, this
paragraph was deleted. An unidentified UNFPA source was cited by the Inter Press Service as
saying, "It took most delegations unawares because it was done rather sneakily, almost in the dead
of night, just before the conclusion of the meeting when most delegates were preoccupied with
other controversial issues." UNFPA executive director Nafis Sadik of Pakistan emphasized that
the consensus established for over 20 years addresses the relationship between population and
development and protects the freedom of women to contol their fertility. At the UNCED meeting
in March, Sadik singled out two predominantly Catholic countries Argentina and the Philippines
for their "active participation" in diluting references to family planning. In Rio, Werner Fornos,
president of the Washington-based Population Institute, criticized the Vatican "for interfering in the
lives of people throughout the world because of religious dogma." Fornos said, "If there was a war
crimes tribunal we could turn to, the Pope would be on trial. This is a tragedy, an absolute tragedy.
As it now stands, Agenda 21 is a serious setback compared with the Mexico Consensus in 1984. It
also jeopardises all international assistance for family planning." At the international conference on
population in Mexico in 1984, it was agreed that governments should adopt population policies and
pursue "approved and appropriate methods of family planning." Fornos also accused Australia of
having taken a "very active role" in supporting the Vatican to take the population perspective out
of environmental protection programs in Agenda 21. In a memorandum circulated to delegations
at the Earth Summit, the Vatican said: "The relationship of development and the environment to
population growth is complex and often tenuous. Population growth of and by itself is seldom the
primary cause of environmental problems...The Church is especially concerned about strategies
that make population decline the primary factor in overcoming ecological problems." The UNFPA
maintains that explosive population growth in developing countries is damaging rural environments
and threatening attempts to raise food production beyond subsistence levels. June 2: In Caracas
(Venezuela), John Bolton, US assistant secretary of state for multilateral affairs, told Venezuelan
Foreign Minister Humberto Calderon Berti that Washington will endorse the convention to protect
the Earth's climate. According to Earth Summit participants, Japan is emerging as a leader in the
push to clean up the global environment after an April "Eminent Persons" conference in Tokyo.
Summit chair Maurice Strong described it as "a major step within Japan to help crystallize political
and public opinion...Japan's potential for leadership is critical to the success of the conference, but
also in the longer term to our overall success as a global community dealing with these issues."
Many delegates see US President George Bush as a traitor after the US yanked the teeth from
a draft convention to reduce carbon dioxide emissions to 1990 levels by 2000. European leaders
reluctantly accepted a diluted draft that does not mention levels or timetables. The United States
produces about one-fourth of the world's carbon dioxide, which scientists believe contributes to
global warming. Next, Washington refuses to sign the biodiversity protection convention. President
Bush has said that stiff conservation legislation would hurt US industry and stunt recovery of the
recession-mired US economy. Delegates had expected Washington to take the leading role in
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grafting environmental issues into the "new world order." Josh Karliner, Greenpeace's summit
coordinator, said, "The Bush administration has recklessly undermined the Earth Summit. The
Summit would be better off if [President Bush] didn't come." Alfredo Sirkis, president of Brazil's
Green Party, said: "The conference is just a circle of leaders looking for electoral re-treading." Some
Brazilian critics of the Earth Summit say it is a plot to strip the country's control of the Amazon
region. The Workers Central Union, Brazil's largest labor federation, has unveiled billboards urging
visitors not to ignore the country's poverty while attempting to protect its forests. Officials admit
that little real progress may be made. Paulo Nogueira Neto, adviser to Summit coordinator Maurice
Strong, said: "The conference is not a finish line or a definitive ecological pact. It is, above all, a
second step that will make possible new and bigger steps." At a Worldwatch Institute seminar
in Rio, Norwegian Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundtland a leading figure in the international
environmental movement complained that conference proposals had been watered down. She
said, "We hope, and believe, that this trend can still be reversed with the help of public opinion
and by bringing pressure to bear at top political levels in a number of countries." Brundtland's
comments took place after the Greenpeace flagship Rainbow Warrior II sailed into Rio's bay and
its captain Juan Gitar said, "The Rio conference is already stillborn, and only a miracle could
save it from disaster." The ship is a reminder to conference participants that French secret agents
blew up the first Rainbow Warrior in 1985 to prevent it from sailing to the French nuclear test site
on the South Pacific atoll of Mururoa. Worldwatch president Lester Brown said the US was in a
leadership role at the first UNCED in Stockholm 20 years ago. But now, he added, "many delegates
see the United States as part of the problem." Jose Lutzenberger, former Brazilian environment
minister, told the Worldwatch seminar that "big money is usually dangerous." He said much of
it was likely to be wasted via corruption, and that small projects in Brazil had proven developing
countries could accomplish environmental goals with "less rather than more." At the same seminar,
former Japanese environment minister Kazuo Aichi said Japan was "ready and willing" to take
the lead on environmental issues. He added, "We are fully prepared...We have the political will."
Scientists and intellectuals, including 52 Nobel Prize winners, circulated a document among
Summit delegates expressing their concern that environmentalists' "irrational ideology" might
slow scientific and industrial progress and social development. Conference chair Maurice Strong
said he had not read it, but noted that Summit proposals had been drawn up with the aid of UN
scientists. Brazil's ambassador at the Summit, Marcos Azambuja, and Laurens Jan Brinkhorst, EEC
environmental director, told reporters that Portugal, Spain, Italy, Belgium, Holland, Luxembourg,
Germany, Greece, Ireland and Denmark have already signed the climate and biodiversity protection
conventions. June 3: William Reilly, head of the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and
chief of the US delegation to the Earth Summit, said Washington pledged US$250 million in foreign
aid for the environment for fiscal 1993. The amount is half the FY1992 contribution, and a very small
portion of the estimated US$10 billion needed per annum over the next eight years. Reilly said US
spending is constrained by budget restrictions and the upcoming general elections. The EPA chief
pointed out that despite cutbacks in the overall US environmental aid budget, extra money will be
allocated for specific areas of the environment. He cited Bush's proposal to add US$150 million to
international forest conservation, as well as US$50 million to the World Bank's environment fund
and US$25 million in project aid to developing nations. The "Forests for the Future" initiative was
announced by President Bush on June 1. Environmentalists criticized the initiative as a reforestation
instead of a conservation measure, as well as a tactic to blunt criticism of US actions. T.J. Glauthier,
a policy analyst with the World Wildlife Fund, said, "He wanted to have something to say to take
attention away from biodiversity and global warming." Reilly also confirmed that the US would
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not sign the biodiversity agreement, even if an explanatory text were to be attached a measure
requested by Brazil, Britain and Japan. Reilly said the convention did not adequately protect patent
rights in biotechnology, and was unclear on the amount of funds to be used for the protection of
biological resources. He also rejected any commitment by the US to lower carbon dioxide emissions
by the end of the century. He said these emissions were likely to increase during the next eight years
by 1.7% to 6%. Regarding global warming, Reilly said the US has already spent US$1.4 billion on
research and monitoring of world temperatures, and still has doubts about the veracity of the theory.
On the first day of the Earth Summit, officials from several nations asserted that a new "more just"
world order is essential in order to brake environmental degradation on a long-term sustainable
basis. UN Secretary General Boutros Boutros Ghali called on governments throughout the world
to reduce military and other "security" expenditures, and divert such savings into sustainable
economic development projects. He also said technology transfer and financing to Third World
nations must be increased, given that industrialized nations have caused the lion's share of global
environmental degradation. Next the secretary general asserted that Third World nation foreign
debt payments must be used to finance development projects. Brazilian President Fernando Collor
de Mello said the fact that the conference was taking place at all was its first success. According
to Collor de Mello, "There can be no planet with a healthy environment and social injustice at
the same time." Maurice Strong, Summit coordinator and UN secretary for environment and
development, said the meeting would test the commitment of richer nations to aid poorer ones
in the joint process of bringing about environmental change. "The need to begin the process is
so urgent, so compelling, that governments, particularly those of the high-income countries, will
have come, I trust, prepared to make the initial commitments that will be necessary to do this.
It is clear that the North must begin to invest much more in progress for the developing world,"
he said. German Environment Minister Klaus Toepfer, chief of Bonn's delegation, said he was
confident the Summit would be a success. According to Toepfer, participants were committed,
for example, to reducing carbon dioxide emissions to 1990 levels. He added that Bonn will sign
the biodiversity and climate protection conventions. June 4: Media sources in Rio reported that
the Japanese delegation was busy trying to forge a consensus between rich and poor nations by
announcing a broader based policy for financing environmental conservation. Yadaki Numata, press
secretary for the Japanese delegation, said Tokyo has trebled resources devoted to environmental
programs in developing nations over the past six years. Japan is spending 0.31% of GDP on such
programs, and will increase financing to 0.7% of GDP. According to Numata, spending on global
environmental preservation has the support of 83% of the Japanese population, who believe that
certain sacrifices are necessary to save the world's ecosystems. He added that Japan supports the
convention to reduce global warming, and favors negotiations over the transfer of technology
to reduce air pollution. In addition, Tokyo is supportive of Agenda 21, and the "Earth Charter."
In contrast, Japanese officials have questions regarding the text of the biodiversity convention.
Brazilian President Collor de Mello opened the signing of the climate protection convention, the
first to be signed at the Earth Summit. French Environment Minister Segolene Royal said Paris
would sign the treaty, but expressed regret, as did Germany, over the absence of threshold limits
on emissions of greenhouse gases. Jean Ripert, the French architect of the treaty, noted that its
impact will be "nil or limited" without the political commitment to implement reductions of carbon
dioxide and other emissions. Ripert said he believes the process of obtaining 50 signatories to the
convention will take about three years. Pakistani delegate Anwar Saifullah Khan, an environment
minister speaking on behalf of the Group of 77 (120 of the world's poorest nations), accused rich
nations of "egoism." He said, "It is difficult for a man scavenging on the garbage dump created by
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affluence and profligate consumption to understand that protecting a bird is more important than
protecting him." World Bank president Lewis Preston urged governments to replenish the Global
Environment Facility (GEF). He said the GEF was prepared to play a major role in environmental
protection via a doubling of its budget. According to Preston, "The additional costs of protecting the
environment may appear high in absolute terms. They are modest, however, in comparison with
the benefits to be gained." The World Bank president also called for additional funds an "Earth
increment" for the International Development Association (IDA), the Bank's affiliate dedicated to
soft loans to the world's poorest nations. Preston said the World Bank would contribute its own
"Earth increment" to the IDA if donor nations supported the initiative. For instance, the Bank
would expand work in areas where urgent action was required, such as water supply and sanitation,
agricultural research and extension, energy conservation, reforestation, family planning, and
health and education, particularly for girls. Preston also called for the elimination of subsidies
that encourage overconsumption of natural resources. Former prime minister Noboru Takeshita,
who retains great influence in Japan, said that to avoid a disaster "the international community
has to undertake rational, collective action on an unprecedented scale...The destruction of the
global environment has been caused in large part by the activities of the developed countries.
Therefore, the partnership can only begin with a commitment by developed countries." French
Environment Minister Segolene Royal announced that Paris would bring funding for Third World
development to US$3 billion per year by 2000. Germany's Environment Minister Topfer said Bonn
would increase development aid to 0.7% of GDP. Japan and France announced they would sign
the biodiversity treaty. Delegates from Britain, which also had expressed concern about elements
of the treaty, said officials were examining "ways to sign the convention," distancing themselves
from the US. British officials said they no longer objected to clauses in the agreement focused on
patents or biotechnology, and were working to smooth out concerns about financing mechanisms.
According to Agence France-Presse, the US appeared to be the only nation refusing to sign the
biodiversity treaty, and opposing the draft copy of the Rio Declaration (Earth Charter), which sets
environmental goals for the planet. The US also stood alone as the only advanced industrialized
nation at the Earth Summit not offering a substantial increase in foreign development aid. At a
briefing for US reporters, EPA chief William Reilly said Washington was changing its forestry policy
to make clear-cutting of US national forests the exception, not the norm. Next, Reilly said the US has
commenced efforts to modify the biodiversity treaty in a way that would allow Washington to sign
it. In a statement, F. Dale Robertson, chief of the US Forest Service, said: "Although it is a proven
forest management tool, clear-cutting has become increasingly controversial on national forests
because of its appearance and impact on other resources." Trees are important because they absorb
carbon dioxide, the main greenhouse gas, and their disappearance exacerbates the effect of carbon
dioxide emissions. The Vatican defended its position on birth control. Vatican representatives told
Summit delegates that the Church does not support procreation at any cost. At a news conference in
Washington, President Bush said, "I have some responsibility...to families in this country who want
to work, some of whom can be thrown out of work if we go for too costly an answer to some of these
problems." William Draper, UN Development Programme (UNDP) chief, called for "substantial"
increases in funding for the GEF. The fund is scheduled for replenishment in 1993. Draper said,
"The greatest unifying force between North and South will be the recognition by richer nations that
they have an obligation indeed, it is in their own interest to assume some of the additional costs
of the transition to sustainable development in the South." According to Draper, protectionism
currently costs developing nations "far more than they receive in aid." The UNDP's 1992 human
development report put the South's market disadvantage at US$500 billion. Developing nations
LADB Article Id:  060852
ISSN:  1060-4189
©2011  The University of New Mexico,
Latin American & Iberian Institute.
All rights reserved. Page 7 of 10
receive US$54 billion worth of foreign aid per year. Next, Draper said environmental degradation is
not an isolated problem: "Explosive population growth, poverty and environmental degradation are
part of the same vicious circle." Draper called for reducing population growth by making education
and economic opportunities available to women. He announced a new UNDP program focused
on local urban environmental initiatives. He pledged UNDP technical and financial support to
help establish the Brazil-based Regional and Global Sustainable Development Center, proposed
by Brazilian President Collor de Mello. According to Draper, "When a large portion of humanity
is lacking the most basic human needs, the concept of one planet Earth simply cannot emerge.
Those who say that they are concerned with global environment must also be concerned with
global inequities. For if we are to survive and prosper, it will be together, or not at all." At a press
conference in Washington on Thursday night, President Bush said, I"m not going to be driven
by the extremists in the [environmental] movement [attending the Earth Summit]. We've got a
sound and sensible environmental record and we've got a strong role in international leadership."
Bush said it was "too bad if US policy was misunderstood." June 5: The New York Times reported
that EPA chief Reilly offered the changes in Washington's position on the biodiversity convention
without White House approval. An administration official, speaking on condition of anonymity, told
the Associated Press that the Brazilians had offered to make "cosmetic changes" to the biological
diversity treaty in order to win US support. "The US stuck to its guns," said the source, because the
Brazilian suggestions did not address more fundamental US concerns. Signing of the biodiversity
treaty was to begin Friday. Sadaaki Mumata, spokesperson for the Japanese delegation, said "a
number of countries" are willing to discuss reopening talks on the biodiversity treaty, which was
negotiated in May in Nairobi. Mumata said the treaty is under "intensive consideration" by Tokyo.
Japan, like the US and Britain, has refused to sign, and for similar reasons. Spokespersons for
Friends of the Earth described the statement on principles to protect the world's forests and Agenda
21 as "sad compromises." The statement on principles, they said, has been diluted to the point
that it constitutes a "step backward," and will not curb deforestation. Friends of the Earth said
Agenda 21 action proposals on forest resources are "completely insufficient," primarily because they
ignore the causes of deforestation. The Cuban delegation expressed opposition to a US proposal
to "condition foreign financing" for sustainable development on "rigorous economic reform
programs." Delegates from several nations, including German Environment Minister criticized
Washington for its persistent refusal to sign the biodiversity convention. French oceanographer
Jacques Cousteau warned Summit delegates that short-term thinking of a selfish "me" society and a
potential "demographic tsunami" have become major threats to humanity's survival. Citing theories
that uncontrolled population growth caused the destruction of an advanced civilization 800 years
ago on Easter Island, Cousteau stressed that such a disaster could be repeated on "Island Earth,"
if humans fail to strictly control demography. Cousteau said, "During my lifetime 80 years only
the world population has more than tripled, jumping from 1.7 billion in 1910 to 5.4 million today.
If nothing drastic is done, in another 80 years, in 2070, population will triple again, reaching the
absurd figure of 16 billion human beings. Every six months the equivalent of France [50 million
people] is added. Every 10 years there is a new China born in the poorest regions of our Earth.
Let's face it: whether the level off figure is 18, 16, 14 or even 12 billion, it is unacceptable. "Even
if we find a way to feed this human tidal wave, it would be impossible to provide this multitude
with decent living conditions...Contrary to what many believe, neither agriculture nor the oceans
can supply the food that would be required for such a population... "The demographic tsunami
is everybody's business." During a meeting in Washington with Norwegian Prime Minister Gro
Harlem Brundtland, President Bush said, "I want to go on the offensive and say what we have
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done" on the environment. Bush said, "I am the one that is burdened with the responsibility to
find a balance between sound environmental practice on the one hand and jobs for American
families on the other...I'll go down to Rio [on June 12] and proclaim the solid point of a sound
environmental record." The president noted that the US had spent US$800 billion in the past 10
years to fight pollution and would spend US$1.2 trillion over the next decade. Japanese environment
agency chief Shozaburo Nakamura said, "We are carefully studying certain articles with a view to
signing" the biodiversity convention. Sadaaki Numata told reporters Thursday that "the problem
was whether the language on financing may or may not sufficiently safeguard our position." World
Bank president Lewis Preston announced that the bank will loan nearly US$20 billion over the next
three years to support reforestation, water treatment, and other environmental projects. Gilberto
Mestrinho, governor of Brazil's Amazonas state, said ecology was a smokescreen for a plan by
industrialized nations to keep the Amazon poor. June 6: After suspending formal sessions for
the weekend, delegates continued to meet Saturday to resolve differences over Agenda 21. The
talks were focused on safeguarding oceans, managing hazardous wastes, protecting forests and
ecologically sound use of biotechnology. Former Soviet president Mikhail Gorbachev accepted the
chair of a new environmental group and called for aid in cleaning up pollution in the former Soviet
Union. Gorbachev, in a letter read at the Global Forum, accepted leadership of the International
Green Cross. Gorbachev had suggested formation of the International Green Cross at a Forum
meeting in Moscow in 1990. Since he lost power and the Soviet Union fractured into independent
republics, Gorbachev has directed his International Foundation for Socioeconomic and Political
Studies in Moscow. International Green Cross organizers said they had spent the past two years
raising public and private funds to finance environmental programs, but were vague about the
group's mission. They did not say where its headquarters would be or how it would raise funds.
Japan and the 12 EC nations plan to sign the biodiversity treaty. Canada has also said it will sign
the biodiversity treaty. Laurens Jan Brinkhorst, chief of the EC delegation, said, "We don't want a
slugging match of everybody against the United States...We [the European Community] can be the
bridge" on working out a relationship with the US on global environmental concerns. President
Bush says the treaty makes unfair demands on the industrial nations that would fund it. Other
governments have different problems with the treaty. Austria, Switzerland and the Netherlands
want tougher standards. Nevertheless, 15 delegation chiefs signed Friday after Brazilian President
Fernando Collor de Mello. Over 120 heads of state are expected to add their signatures to the
biodiversity treaty after they arrive next week. Brinkhorst said Britain has not formally announced
its intentions, but he predicted that London would sign before the summit ends on June 14.
Governments of the 12 EC nations and Japan are moving to ease US isolation at the Summit, and
plan to join President Bush in his US$150 million proposal to help preserve tropical forests. June 7:
In Rio, Swiss industrialist and billionaire Stephan Schmidheiny said: "Big business in most every
industrialized country except the United States has seen the future, and it is ecology. If the nations
of the developing world pass through an industrial revolution as dirty and polluting as our own,
then the resulting climate change is expected to do physical damage to industrial societies. "For
the first time in history, the weak and poor can damage the powerful and rich." Schmidheiny's
message in speeches and the recent best-selling book, "Changing Course: A Global Business
Perspective on Development and the Environment," is that business has no choice but to come to
terms with ecology in ways it never thought it had to, until recently. From a negative approach, the
costs to clean up an oil spill, or pay fines and lawsuits following accidents, are huge. From a positive
approach, using scarce resources more efficiently only makes good sense. European and Japanese
businesspeople already are putting to use the concept he calls "eco efficiency," or "sustainable
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development." US business, however, "is lagging far behind." According to Schmidheiny, "The
United States has a very major problem because its whole economy is so resource and energy
intensive. It sees these concepts as major threats to its competitiveness." Japan, in Schmidheiny's
view, is going to lead "the environmental efficiency revolution as it led the quality revolution."
Russell Mittermeier, president of Conservation International and an expert on biodiversity, argued
that protecting biodiversity will create jobs, not eliminate them. He said, "Biodiversity is the new
Silicon Valley...The same concerns the Japanese have on the details [of financing environmental
clean-up] apply to the other industrialized nations as well. If they sign, there's no question the U.S.
should be signing." June 8: Delegates turned to financing of environmental clean-up and protection
projects. Developing nations insist that advanced industrialized countries provide the money and
permit recipient governments to decide how it will be spent. Developed nation governments are
unwilling to give up control over what funds they provide. International Monetary Fund managing
director Michel Camdessus called for more development aid. He said, "I firmly believe that
sufficient means can be found to solve the most important tasks of development and environmental
protection." Camdessus warned that the environment would be doubly threatened if developing
countries were denied adequate aid. "Hasn't the time come for the donor nations to accept the
goal of allocating 0.7% of their gross national products for official development aid?" Camdessus
asked, pointing to reduced military budgets after the end of the Cold War. Next, Camdessus said
most governments needed to raise taxes or cut unproductive spending. The IMF chief came out
in favor of advanced industrialized nations' transferring technology to Third World countries. In
addition, he called for less protectionism world-wide, a measure which would help the environment
by increasing efficiency. Song Jian, Chinese Science, Technology and Environment Minister, told
Summit delegates that some developed nations still refuse to accept the principle of providing
"new and additional funds" for environmentally sound projects in the Third World. They also
refuse, he said, to transfer technology on preferential terms. The Summit meeting on Monday broke
up in disarray, with the negotiators deciding to take the issue of financing environmental clean-
up and sustainable development to a plenary session of delegation chiefs instead of reconvening
Tuesday. Meanwhile, small groups were scheduled to meet to try and reach agreement on specific
points. Before adjournment, Earth Summit delegates approved creation of the UN Commission on
Sustainable Development. In a joint news release, four environmental groups said the commission
will provide a way to hold governments accountable for their actions on the environment. It will
also be a forum for the continuation of negotiations begun at the Earth Summit. Kathy Sessions, of
the United Nations Association of the United States, said, "I think it's one of the most significant
accomplishments" of the conference. Although the commission's regulations will not be legally
binding, they will create what Sessions called "soft law" that can lead to legally binding treaties.
Scott Hajost of the Environmental Defense Fund was more circumspect about the commission: "The
proof is going to be in the followup by governments." Hajost, a former State Department attorney,
praised the US for its role in the negotiations establishing the commission: "The United States was
fairly constructive on this issue." According to European officials at the Summit, US officials sent
letters to Austria, Switzerland and Britain urging them not to support the so-called "like-minded
countries" declaration, drafted by the Austrians, Swiss and Dutch. The declaration calls for the
reduction of carbon dioxide emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2000, a provision that European
countries had wanted to include in the global warming treaty. Michael Young, deputy head of the
US Summit delegation, was asked about the pressure tactics at a news briefing. He drew a round of
derisive laughter when he said, "The United States never puts pressure on anybody." The German
government plans to cut carbon dioxide emissions in the whole of unified Germany by 25 to 30%
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by 2005. German Environment Minister Toepfer said Bonn wanted to see the Summit adopt an
"ambitious declaration of principles on the protection, management and development of forests,"
but "the negotiations are going too slowly. We want to see a consensual solution." In addition to
increasing development aid to Third World nations, Toepfer said the German government is also
willing to reduce the debt of the poorest countries, and perhaps others on a case-by-case basis. The
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) blocked inclusion of a clause in the Agenda
21 that would have named fossil fuels as a key source of air pollution and called for using new
sources of energy. Mourad Khelladi, head of the Algerian delegation, said: "Accusing fossil energy,
even though it has not been proven that it alone causes the greenhouse effect, is discrimination."
Khelladi also challenged the thrust of the proposal that called for searching out less polluting and
ecologically safe sources of energy than fossil fuels. The Algerian delegation chief also questioned
competing sources of energy, noting that doubts about the safety of nuclear energy persist because
of the Chernobyl nuclear accident and that the use of solar energy is still limited. He added, "Even
in the area of hydroelectric power, dams often create pollution." Even before the Earth Summit
opened, OPEC member-nations had been lobbying against a European plan to impose a tax on oil
consumption to encourage conservation. The plan was scrapped because of disagreement among
EC members. [Sources: O Globo (Brazil), 05/20/92; Prensa Latina (Cuba), 05/26/92, 06/02/92, 06/03/92;
Inter Press Service, 05/13/92, 05/28/92, 06/01/92; New York Times, 06/05/92. Numerous reports by
Deutsche Press Agentur, 05/29/92, 06/03/92, 06/04/92, 06/05/92, 06/07/92, 06/08/92; Chinese news
service Xinhua, 06/01-04/92; Spanish news service EFE, 06/01/92, 06/02/92, 06/04-08/92; Notimex,
06/03/92; Associated Press, 05/26/92, 06/02-08/92; Agence France-Presse, 05/28/92, 05/29/92, 06/01-
08/92]
-- End --
